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FOAM recently presented a de-
tailed comparison of the IFOAM
Accreditation Criteria1 and ISO
65 (EN 45011)2.  The comparison,
conducted by Ken Commins, Execu-
tive Director of the International Or-
ganic Accreditation Service (IOAS),
supports the argument that IFOAM
accreditation covers the requirements
of ISO 65 as well as many other addi-
tional items. Some of the additional
requirements are sector specific to or-
ganic agriculture, but IFOAM Ac-
creditation Criteria (IAC) also cover
many additional topics that do not
specifically relate to organic agricul-
ture. For example, IAC implements
risk-assessment as an integral part of
each inspection, an issue that is not
covered by ISO 65. IAC sets time-
lines, e.g. annual inspections, annual
management review, while ISO de-
fines the provision without a time-
line. Other issues, such as sanctions,
inspection requirements and certifi-
cates, are further developed in the
IAC though not in ISO 65. For in-
stance, IAC requires inspection re-
ports, certificates etc. to be signed by
authorised persons and applicants to
give a statement regarding previous
certification, in addition, applicants
may not recommend or choose the
inspector. These provisions are not
included in ISO 65. Generally, the
IAC is more specific, e.g. it regulates
what kind of general information may
be provided by the certification body,
whereas ISO 65 just defines that the
certification body shall not provide
advice. For the training of personnel
ISO requires training while IAC re-
quires initial and ongoing training.
Some additional requirements of IAC
focus on issues only relevant to or-
ganic agriculture, for example it cov-
ers topics such as certification of wild
products or smallholder groups.
In total the comparison revealed
114 issues that are addressed by IAC
but not by ISO, and 32 issues that,
though addressed by both, were cov-
ered more comprehensively by IAC.
In contrast, there are only three issues
addressed by ISO but not by IAC and
eight issues where ISO 65 has addi-
tional requirements compared to IAC.
The issues not covered by IAC are the
following:
•I SO requires certification bodies to
give notice of intended changes in
their requirements for certification.
IAC requires the involvement of in-
terested parties in the development
and revision of standards but for all
other changes in the certification
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requirements only requires notifica-
tion of the changes after the deci-
sion.
•I SO demands review of the applica-
tion for certification to ensure that
any differences in understanding be-
tween the certification body and the
applicant are resolved. IAC does not
cover this.
•I SO expects the certification body
to prepare a plan for its evaluation
activities. IAC does not mention
this.
An example of an item in which
ISO has additional requirements is in
the maintenance of records ISO 65
requires certification bodies to main-
tain records of the review of the appli-
cation for certification. In addition,
ISO requires that there be policies and
procedures to distinguish between
product and other certification, while
IAC does not.
The comparison does not provide
an assessment of each norm. Instead it
uses a format that is based on defining
the subject matter contained in both
norms. These subject matters were
crosschecked, i.e. the subject matter
of the IFOAM Accreditation Criteria
with the respective requirement in
ISO 65 and vice versa. The require-
ments were categorized into ‘identi-
cal’ or ‘idem’, where they were the
same; ‘additional’, where one norm
has additional requirements in the
subject matter which were absent in
the other; and ‘not addressed by’ if
one standard did not address the re-
spective issue in any form.
The comparison does not include
the IFOAM Accreditation Criteria
Guidance Notes published in the
IFOAM norms; the International Ac-
creditation Forum (IAF) Guidance on
the Application of ISO/IEC Guide 65;
or the related ISO Guidelines such as
ISO 100011-1 Guidelines for auditing
quality systems. This is a shortcom-
ing, as for instance, it does not reflect
ISO 65 as it has been interpreted by
the IAF and as such implemented by
most of the accreditation bodies
worldwide.
The format of the comparison
makes it difficult to make a quick
overview on the major differences. In
addition, a summary and an assess-
ment of the variations of both norms
are missing. On the other hand, the
comparison enables the reader to
make their own assessment and as
such will be a valuable tool in the dis-
cussion and negotiations about recog-
nition of IFOAM Accreditation. 
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AUSTRALIAN FARM GATE
ORGANIC SALES DOWN
According to a Biological
Farmers of Australia (BFA)
report, research suggests that the
value of farm gate organic sales
in Australia is less than in past
years. Farm gate is estimated to
be around A$90M in 2002,
exports (possibly down due to
drought) at A$40M and the
domestic market value at retail
level, A$250M.  Nevertheless,
growth is expected to continue at
between 10 - 30% annually
depending on the sector (growth
is particularly strong for beef,
milk and horticulture) while
supply growth is forecasted at
little more than 10% to 15% a
year.  Overall, production and
consumption of organic products
is estimated to be 0.2% of the
current Australian domestic
market for food products.
Australian Certified Organic
(ACO), which now certifies over
half of all organic operations in
Australia, absorbed two thirds of
the net growth in primary
producers in Australia converting
into organic production for 2002,
for the second year in a row. Of
the approximately 300 farmers
entering the organic industry in
2002, 250 signed up for certifica-
tion with ACO.
There are estimated to be
2,100 organic farming operations
within Australia. Whilst organic
farmers only represent 1.0-1.5%
of existing primary producers in
Australia, indications point to a
news short continued on page 3
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1. IFOAM Accreditation Criteria for Bod-
ies Certifying Organic Production and
Processing, approved by the IFOAM
World Board August 2002 and con-
tained in the IFOAM Norms for organic
production and processing, published in
2002.
2.ISO/IEC Guide 65: 1996(E) General Re-
quirements for Bodies Operating Prod-
uct Certification Systems (ISO 65).
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